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S008-1
Section 1.2.3 contains updated information on natural gas needs in
California. Forecast information has been obtained from the
California Energy Commission.

S008-2
The text in Section 1.2.3 (summarized in the Executive Summary)
cites more recent California energy documents, such as the CEC's
2005 Natural Gas Assessment Update and the CEC's and CPUC's
2005 Energy Action Plan II: Implementation Road Map for Energy
Policies.



2004/S008

S008-3
Section 1.2.3 has been revised with the suggested change.

S008-4
Since the issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR, the
California Energy Commission has issued new forecasts about the
natural gas needs in California and Section 1.2.3 has been revised.

S008-5
Section 1.2.3 contains revised text.
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S008-6
The Project is regulated by the USCG and MARAD under the
authority of the Deepwater Port Act. FERC's regulations are
prescriptive and standardized to address the general siting of
onshore LNG terminals. In contrast, due to various different designs
of deepwater ports, the USCG conducts site-specific independent
risk and consequence analyses using the most recent guidance
and modeling techniques. The guidance used for Cabrillo Port is
Sandia National Laboratories' "Guidance on Risk Analysis and
Safety Implications of a Large Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) Spill
Over Water." This report recommends a framework for analyses of
large LNG spills onto water. It was prepared for the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE), and an external peer review panel
evaluated the analyses, conclusions, and recommendations
presented.

S008-7
As discussed under “Significance Criteria” in Section 4.2.7.6, the
determination of an appropriate class for each public safety impact
is based solely on the potential for causing serious injury or fatality
to a member of the general public, even if such impacts were
unlikely to occur. Most of the public safety impacts that are
identified as significant result from accidents or other unanticipated
releases that have a very low statistical probability of occurring;
nonetheless, if such impacts were to occur, the consequences
would be significant according to the conservative criteria identified.

S008-8
NEPA does not require "worst-case analysis" but does require the
agency to prepare a summary of existing relevant and credible
scientific evidence and an evaluation of adverse impacts based on
generally accepted scientific approaches or research methods.
However, the Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) (Appendix C1)
defines and evaluates representative worst credible cases
(scenarios of events that would lead to the most serious potential
impacts on public safety). These included accidents that would
affect one, two, or all three tanks of the FSRU.

As shown in Tables 4.2-1, 4.2-2, 4.2-7, and 4.2-8, the release of the
contents of all three tanks (the entire contents of the FSRU and an
attending LNG carrier) is addressed in the escalation scenario
associated with a large intentional event. Section 4.2.7.6 contains
additional information on how intentional events are addressed.
Although the 2006 U.S. Department of Energy's Sandia National
Laboratories third-party technical review of the 2004 IRA found that
the three-tank simultaneous release (a massive LNG release in a
short time period) was not credible, Sandia recommended the



consideration of a cascading (escalation) three-tank scenario.

S008-9
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety.

The Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) has been updated since
issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. The lead agencies
directed preparation of the current IRA, and the U.S. Department of
Energy's Sandia National Laboratories independently reviewed it,
as discussed in Section 4.2 and Appendix C.

Section 4.2.7.6 and the IRA (Appendix C1) discuss the models and
assumptions used and the verification process. Sandia National
Laboratories (Appendix C2) concluded that the models used were
appropriate and produced valid results.

S008-10
Section 4.1.8 contains additional information on wind speed and
direction. The Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C1)
incorporates recommendations by Sandia National Laboratory
(Appendix C2) regarding wind speed in vapor dispersion modeling
and describes how wind speed was used in the modeling. “2006
Independent Risk Assessment" in Section 4.2.7.6 summarizes the
selection of wind speed used in the IRA modeling.

S008-11
See the response to S008-10. Section 4.1 text includes
conversions from knots to miles per hour and meters per second.
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S008-12
Section 4.1.8.5 contains information on existing wind conditions at
the offshore Project site. Figure 2.1-2 depicts the maximum area
from the FSRU in any direction that could be affected in the event
of an accident; impacts would not reach the shoreline. Section
2.3.5.3 of the Independent Risk Assessment (see Appendix C1)
contains information on the environmental, meteorological and
ocean conditions that were considered in the modeling of LNG
spills and dispersion.

S008-13
The commenter is correct that the average number of pipeline
incidents rose during 2000-2003 compared to the 1990s, as shown
in Table 4.2-10. The "Historical Natural Gas Pipeline Incident Data"
in Section 4.2.8.1 discusses the decrease compared to the 1970s
and 1980s. Figure 4.2-2 has been added to graphically illustrate
pipeline incident and fatality trends.

S008-14
Section 4.3.1.4 contains information on IMO certification for U.S.
and foreign vessels. Nations that are members of the International
Maritime Organization (IMO) and signatories to the 1974
International Convention Safety of Life at Sea must comply with the
International Management Code for the Safe Operation of Ships for
Pollution Prevention (International Safety Management [ISM]
Code). For U.S.-flagged vessels; the ISM Code is codified in 46
U.S.C. Chapter 32.

To receive a Safety Management Certificate under the ISM Code,
the vessel owner or operator that engages in foreign voyages must
undergo a comprehensive audit to determine if the vessel is
operated safely and responsibly and is in compliance with the ISM
Code. The audit must be conducted in accordance with IMO
guidelines and by a third-party auditor such as a classification
society, e.g., ABS, Lloyds, and DNV.

Once the audit is satisfactorily completed, the vessel operator
would be issued either a Document of Compliance or, for
U.S.-flagged vessels, a Safety Management Certificate, which is
valid for five years. In the interim, the USCG must examine the
vessel annually (for foreign vessels, at each return U.S. visit if more
than one year since the last return visit) to ensure that the vessel is
in compliance with the requirements of the program. For
U.S.-flagged vessels, a Safety Intermediate Verification Audit must
be conducted between the 24th and 36th month of the Safety
Management Certificate's five-year period of validity. Any
discrepancies must be corrected as soon as possible. Depending



upon the severity of the problem, the Document of Compliance may
be rescinded and vessel detained or denied entry into U.S. waters
until the problems are corrected.

The Rules for the Safe Operation of Vessels and Safety
Management Systems and USCG regulations for administrating
and enforcing ISM Code requirements are found in 33 CFR 96.

S008-15
A safety case is defined as a documented body of evidence that
provides a demonstrable and valid argument that a system is
adequately safe for a given application and environment over its
lifetime.

S008-16
The term "full cut-off fixtures" is synonomous with "180 degree
shielding."

S008-17
The Applicant has proposed that the FSRU hull be painted
Admiralty Pacific Gray or a similar shade. The USCG would
determine the final paint color and scheme for the FSRU hull based
on navigational safety, among other considerations.

S008-18
Appendix F provides the distance calculations for the aesthetics
analysis in Section 4.4.
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S008-19
The Project has been modified since issuance of the March 2006
Revised Draft EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project
changes. The following Project changes would reduce emissions of
nitrogen oxide and other air pollutants:
- Reduction in the number of LNG carriers and change in crew
vessel trips;
- Use of natural gas to power LNG carriers in California Coastal
Waters;
- Diesel-fueled support vessels with emission controls; and
- Use of specific engine standards for onshore construction
equipment.
The Applicant has committed to implement the following additional
measure to reduce air emissions:
- Repowering of existing non-Project vessels with cleaner-burning
engines.
These changes required revisions to air pollutant emission
estimates and related air quality analyses.

The Applicant is required to adhere to all applicable Federal, State,
and local laws, rules, regulations, and permit requirements in the
execution of all phases of the Project.

S008-20
The Project has been modified since issuance of the March 2006
Revised Draft EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project
changes. LNG carriers associated with the Project would operate
on natural gas (boil-off gas from the LNG cargo) with 1% diesel
pilot during all operations in California Coastal Waters. Tugs and
crew vessels would have diesel engines equipped air pollution
control technology that would result in emissions comparable to
emissions from natural gas-fueled engines.

Section 4.6.1.3 contains information on emissions from Project
vessels operating in California Coastal Waters as defined by the
California Air Resources Board.

S008-21
"The Applicant has proposed to use only onshore construction
equipment compliant with USEPA Tier 2, 3, or 4 nonroad engine
standards. Further, a mitigation measure would require that all
onshore construction equipment with a rating between 100 and 750
hp would be required to utilize engines compliant with USEPA Tier
3 nonroad engine standards. USEPA's Tier 2, 3, and 4 nonroad
engine standards include more stringent emission standards for
particulate matter from diesel engines. Section 4.6.4, under Impact
AIR-1, contains information on this topic."



S008-22
The USEPA has made a preliminary determination, on which the
lead agencies must rely, that the FSRU should be permitted in the
same manner as sources on the Channel Islands that are part of
Ventura County. Section 4.6.2 contains an updated discussion of
relevant regulatory requirements.

S008-23
Section 4.6.4 contains a revised discussion of this topic.

S008-24
The FSRU's main and backup generators have the capability to
operate with natural gas or diesel. The generators would operate
on 100 percent diesel only during emergencies, monthly
maintenance testing, training drills, and initial commissioning of the
FSRU. Section 4.6.1.3 contains a revised discussion of this topic.

S008-25
Section 4.6.4 has been revised and contains additional information.
The referenced table has been replaced. Fugitive dust control plan
requirements are described under Impact AIR-2.

S008-26
Impacts AIR-8 and AIR-9 in Section 4.6.4 present a revised
discussion of this topic.
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S008-27
Sections 4.7.1.4 and 4.20.1.2 discuss this topic.

S008-28
Appendix C1 and Impact PS-2 in Section 4.2.7.6 discuss this topic.

S008-29
Impact HAZ-3 in Section 4.12.4 discusses this topic.

S008-30
Subsequent to the completion of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR,
the Applicant completed surveys of the pipeline rights-of-way in
accordance with California Department of Fish and Game protocol.
Surveys included a wetland delineation survey that meets the
California Coastal Commission and California Department of Fish
and Game wetland definition, botanical and wildlife surveys for
Federal and State listed species, a wintering waterfowl survey, a
burrowing owl survey, and surveys to determine whether any oak
trees would need to be removed during construction. Section 4.8
has been updated with the results of these surveys, and Section
4.8.4 contains updated mitigation measures. Additional
preconstruction plant and wildlife surveys, specific to the final
construction timeline and designated pipeline alignment, would be
completed for special status species, federally listed species, or
California protected species specified by the USFWS or the CDFG,
to minimize the potential for causing mortality of local wildlife.
However, for purposes of the impact analyses and resultant
mitigation, all relevant species are presumed to exist in the vicinity
of the proposed Project.

S008-31
Section 4.8.4 contains revised text on potential impacts on
terrestrial biological resources and mitigation measures to address
impacts.

S008-32
The discussion of the salt marsh bird's beak under Impact TerrBio-2
in Section 4.8.4 has been revised.

S008-33
As described above, wintering waterfowl and burrowing owl surveys
were completed. As stated in Section 4.8, potential burrowing owl
habitat was found during burrowing owl surveys, but no owls or
evidence of owls were found.
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S008-34
Section 4.9.1.1 has been revised in response to the comment.

S008-35
Section 4.9.1 documents the literature review, records search, and
survey process and all contacts made.

S008-36
Section 4.9.1 contains information on cultural resources surveys,
including the results of an onshore pedestrian cultural resources
survey and an assessment of national and state registry eligibility.

S008-37
The status of cultural resources within the Project right-of-way was
field-verified to determine the status of each site. The qualifications
of the archeologist who prepared Section 4.9 are provided in
Chapter 7.

S008-38
See the response to Comment S008-37.

S008-39
See the response to Comment S008-37.

S008-40
See the response to Comment S008-36.
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S008-41
See the response to Comment S008-36.

S008-42
The significance criteria listed in Section 4.9.3 cite State cultural
resource standards among the criteria used to determine cultural
impacts. In addition, Table 4.9-4 cites the CEQA among the laws
and regulations affecting cultural resources.

S008-43
Section 4.9.1.3 discusses this topic.

S008-44
The Applicant has included an Unanticipated Discovery Plan as
part of the Project, as discussed under Impacts CULT-2 and
CULT-3 in Section 4.9.4.

S008-45
Section 4.9.1.3 discusses these topics.

S008-46
See the response to Comment S008-36.

S008-47
The references to the UBC and the CBC in Table 4.11-3 have been
revised.

S008-48
Sections 4.12.3 and 4.12.4 address this topic.
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S008-49
Impact HAZ-4 in Section 4.12.4 addresses this topic.

S008-50
Impacts NOI-4, -5, and -6 in Section 4.14.4 address this topic.

S008-51
Section 4.14.4 contains information on noise impact analysis and
mitigation. Additional mitigation measures have been added that
would require the Applicant to: (1) conduct noise monitoring before
beginning construction to establish noise background levels, (2)
meet the noise ordinance standards for the area in which
construction is occurring, (3) establish a hotline for members of the
public to call if they have a noise complaint, and (4) establish
procedures to respond to any noise complaints or exceedances of
ordinances.

S008-52
To establish noise baseline at this time would not necessarily be
representative of the noise baseline at the time of construction. It is
reasonable to assume that noise levels should be in compliance
with city and county ordinance levels for the sake of the
environmental analysis.

Section 4.14.4 contains additional information about the noise
generated during construction and the estimated effects of
mitigation measures on noise levels. Table 4.17-6 provides the
estimated construction time.

S008-53
Section 4.14.4 has been revised in response to the comment.

S008-54
Section 4.14 contains additional information on noise levels.
Section 4.14.4 contains the anticipated reductions in noise levels
due to mitigation.
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S008-55
The protection of construction workers is regulated under OSHA
and Cal-OSHA whose regulations will be applied to the proposed
Project.

S008-56
"Public Services" in Section 4.16.1.2 addresses this topic.

S008-57
As discussed in WAT-2 in Section 4.18.4, there are no known
locations of contaminated sediments at the mooring turret, along
the subsea pipeline route, or near Ormond Beach; therefore, the
release of pollutants offshore is not anticipated. In addition,
disturbance of offshore waters would be of short duration.



2004/S009

S009-1
Neither the purpose nor the objective of this Project is to supply
natural gas for CNG vehicles; therefore, the impacts with respect to
CNG vehicle fuel requirements have not been analyzed.

Section 2.2.1 contains information on the properties of natural gas
to be imported by the proposed Project, which would meet
California's requirements for pipeline-quality gas throughout Project
operations and confirmed through testing of every shipment.

As indicated in Section 4.6.2, the natural gas imported by the
proposed Project would need to meet the requirements of Rule 30
and General Order 58-A of the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) or it could not be accepted for distribution by
SoCalGas. Rule 30, as described, has specific requirements,
including a heating value range.

Section 4.6.2 contains additional information on the regulatory
setting affecting air quality and a revised discussion of the heating
value of imported natural gas that incorporates the recent
rulemaking by the CPUC. An analysis of the impacts of the CPUC
rulemaking is beyond the scope of this document as required by
NEPA and the CEQA.
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